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2.3 General Description 

Techalloy owns and operates a specialty stainless steel and nickcl wire products manufacturing 
facility located at 2500 "A" Street, Perris, Calif'omia (Figure I ) .  The stainless stcel and nickel 
alloy wire produced i s  used by the aerospace and other rclated industries. The operating facility 
occupies approximately seven acres within 20 acres of property owned by Techdloy and consists 
of three main buildings. Metal finishing operations are conducted in the western-most building 
(Wire CEcaning, Figure 2) which is also the location of the current wastewater treatment system. 
Three closed evaporation ponds are locatcd behind (west) of the Wire cleaning building. Thcsc 
ponds were used to collect wmtewater from the wire-fi nishing operations conducted in the 
adjacent wire cleaning building and are considered the source of in~pact to grorlndwater o f  metals 
and other general minerals. 

2.3.1 Contact Infamation 

Owner of Facility 

Name of Facility 

Mailing Address 

Type of Industry 

Waste Managernen t Facility 

Corporate Contact 

Si tc Contact 

EPA 1.D. Number 

23.2 Facility History 

Techalloy Company, Tnc. 
6509 Olson Road 
Union, I1 60 180 

Techalloy Company, hc. 
Perris Wire Plant 

2500 "A" Strcct 
Perris. CA 92570 

Manufacture of specialty stainless steel and nickel wirc 

Three surface impoundments closed in place 

Mr. Henry Lopes, Vice President, Operations 
(2033 438-5445 

Mr. George Wood. Plant Engineer 
(95 1 ) 657-2 105 

The Techalloy facility was constructed on vacant propert). in 1 965. Three surface impoundments 
(Figure 2) werc designed and constructed during the mid- 1 960s. These impoundments wcre 
designed to receive spent acids, sludge, and rinse water From the metal finishing operations at 



this plant. hvastewator containing elevated concentrations of chmrnium, nickel, fluoride, copper. 
nitrates, sulfates, and total dissolved solids (TDS) were discharged to the impoundments for 
evaporation at n maximum discharge ratc of 1,500 gallons per day, The wastewater tvas classified 
as hazwdous waste according to section 361.32 of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
and section 66262.32 of Title 22 California Code of Regulations. 

Until approximately 1 979. the process wastewater was managed in the three on-site evaporation 
ponds or surface impoundments. Dischargc to Pond 2 and Pond 3 ceased En t 979. Pond 1 
centinucd to receive wastewater until 1 985 at which time a wastewater treatment system 
(WWTS) was put into operation and discharge to Pond 1 ceased. Ponds 2 and 3 contained 
synthetic I iners and Pond 1 contained a synthetic lines over concrete base. 

The W W T S  operated under a RCRA Part B permit until 2002 when the treatment and process 
operations were re-configured so that no that the WWTS no longer treated RCRn hazardous waste. 
The WWTS is now operating under a Permit-by-Rule (PRR) permit from Rivcrsidc County 
approved on July 24.2002. A December 2,2005 class 2 pernit modification to the Post Closure 
Pennit terminated requirements for financial guarantees Srom W W'TS operations. 

A routine visual inspection was performed by the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (RWQCB). Santa Ana Region in 1 984. During the inspection, thc RWQCR staff 
discovered that the integrity of the t iners of Pond No.3 was not adequate, As a result, the 
KWQCB issued a Clcanup and Abatement Order on October 29, 1 984. This Order required 
'l'echalloy to remove and neutralize all remaining sludge in that impoundment, to investigate and 
report the extent of irnpactcd soil and groundwater, and to recommend corrective actions. 

In May 1986, Techalloy filed a CIosure Plan with the Former California Department of Health 
Services (DtIS} which detailed the procedures ta be followed for in-placc closure of the three 
ponds. and included details on the engineered cap. The Closure Plan was approved in 1 988 and 
the ponds were closed and capped by July 1 989. Certification of pond closure w a s  provided to 
the UI-IS in the Rcport of Closure Instal lation, Surface Impoundments (Mark Group. August 
1989). 

As part of the pond closure, sludgc material from Ponds 2 and 3 were neutralized on site, 
excavated and hauled o ff-site for disposal at an approved afT-si te facility. Approximately 220, 
16-yard loads of neutralized sludge material and vi sib! y irnpactcd soil bencath the liner were 
rcrnoved for off-site disposal. Sludge material in Pond I was neutralized an site and remained in 
Pond 1 on top of the concrete base. The estimated volume of sludge IeIt in Pond 1 is 
approximately 30,000 cu-it ( 1.1 1 1 cu-yd). 

,411 three ponds were backfilled with clean sail to rcquircd gmdc level, and covcrcd with an 
engineered cap. Details of thc cap constn~ction are provided in the Closure Plan and includcd 



ernplaccment o f  a low-permeability clay cap above the hackfillcd soil, a laycr of 60-mil high 
density polyethylene (HDPE) sheeting above the clay cap, a geomembrane liner above the 
FIDPE, and soil above the georncrnbsnne to establish ground cover. The entire area is surrounded 
by a Y-ditch to control drainage. 

2.3.2.2 Repulatory Histop and Previous rnvcstinations 

Techal loy initiated site investigation activities in 1985, the same year that discharge to the final 
pond (Pond 1 ) ceased. A review of regulatory and investigation history is provided below. 

1885 - First set o f  monitoring wclls installed as part of an initial I~ydrologic assessment. 

December 1988 - Tcchalloy entcmd into a Consent Agreement cvfth the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). Under the agreement, Techallay was 
directed to conduct a RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI). 

* D~cernhcr 1988 - Ceased use and cleaned tvastc pile area as required in the Consent 
Agreement . 

JaEy t 989 - Completed pond closure. 

* A~tgust 1 989 - Filed certification of pond closurc. 

m 1990- I 991 - Conducted RFI. 

* October 1991 - RE1 approved by U.S. EPA. 

1992 - DTSC became lead agency for water quality monitoring. 

April 1992 - Submitted Water Quality Monitoring and Response Plan (WQMRP) as part 
sf the Post-Closure Permit Plan. 

August 1993 - Submitted Corrcctivc Measure Study (CMS). 

* January 1 994 - DTSC approved amended WQMRP. 

m May 1 995 - U.S. EPA issued Final Statement of Basis For corrective measure, 

May 1996 - DTSC approved Post Closure Plan granting closed status for the ponds. 



August 1996 - Submitted Corrective Measures ImpIementation Plan (CMTP) to U.S. 
EPA. Plan committed to three years of groundwater extraction followed by prqiect 
review. 

September 1996 - U.S. EPA approved CMIP. Start date for implementation contingent 
on approval of modification to existing RCRA Part R permit to allow Tor treatment of the 
extracted groundwater. 

October 1 997 - DTSC approved rnodi fication to Part B permit. 

March 1 998 - Completed Initial Stage 1 of corrective measures. Scope of work included 
conducting pump tests or1 source area wells and design of the extraction program. 

June 1998 - Regan groundwater extraction from two source area wells (MW-I and MW- 
3R) at approximately 6.000 gallons per week. 

July 2001 - Submitted initial review OF findings from 3-year extraction program to U.S. 
EPA. Recommended discontinuing groundwater extraction and continued groundwater 
rnonitori ng. 

November 200 1 - U.S. EPA agreed to discantinuation of groundwater extraction at end 
of 200 1, and continuation of monitoring under continued Stage 1 corrective measures, 
Required submittal of report formalizing findings presented in July 2130 1. 

January 2002 - Discontinued groundwater extraction. 

April 2002 - Submitted Interim Report on Stage 1 Corrective Measures Implementation 
to U.S. EPA. Report committed to two additional yeass of expanded groundwater 
monitoring under CMI program. 

July 2002 - Received approval for operation of the WWTS under Permit-by-Rule since 
WWTS no longer treats RCRh hazardous waste. 

April 2004 - Completed additional two years o f  monitoring completing CMI program. 

June 2004 - Submitted Final Report, Corrective Measurcs Implementation to U.S. EPA. 
Report recommended no nddit ional CMI activities. and continued groundwater 
monitoring under DTSC oversight to satisfy post-closure monitoring requirements. 

ApriZ 21106 - DTSC approved Class 3 Permit Modi ficntion redefining the facility sizc 
from E 0 1 acres to slightly over 20 acres. The remaining 8 E acres to be set asidc for 
p~ss ib le  sale as msidcntial development property. 



2.4 Post-Closure Notices 

All information required For post-closure notices were provided in the 1992 Post Closure Permit 
(Mark Group, December 1 993). Location of the required information is provided below. 

Survey Plat - Appendix 1 of T 993 Plan, 
Record of Wastes - Section 3.2. and Appendices A and H of 1993 Plan. 
Deed Notation - Appendix J of 1 993 Plan. 

2.5 Other Federal Laws 

Techalloy believes they are in comp! iance with all federal Iaws. 

3.0 FACILITY DESCRIPTION 

3. f Facility Location 

'I'hc operating portion of the Techalloy facility occupies approximately seven acms within 20 
clcrcs of property owned by Techall oy. The physical plant is located in the southeast corner of  the 
property (Figure 3). On April 25,2006, thc DTSC approved a Class 3 Permit Modification 
redefining the facility size from 1 0 1 acres to slightly over 20 acres; the remaining 8 1 acres to be 
set aside for possible sale as residential development property. The northern X I acres were sold in 
May 2006 for development. Techalloy retained approximately 20 acres in the southeast for 
continued operation of the facility and rnaintenancc of the closed sutiace impoundments. Further 
discussion of the Apti 1 2006 permit modification resulting in re-definition of the site boundaries 
is provided in Section 1 5.  

The operating facility consists of three main buildings. Metal finishing operations are conducted 
in the western-most building (Wire Clcaning. Figute 23 which is also the location of the current 
wastewater treatment systcm. 'Pl~e three closed evaporation ponds arc located behind (west) of 
the wire cIeaning building. These ponds were used to collect wastewater from the wire- finishing 
operations conducted in the adjacent wire cleaning building and are considered the source o f  
impact to groundwater of metals and other general minerals. 

Thc facility is situated within the city limits of Pewis in Iiiverside County, Cal itbrnia. The 
Techalloy facilitqr i s  located in T5S-R3W. Sec.7, NWIJ4 of thc U.S. Public Land Sumey Grid. 
The legal description is as follows: 

Lots 4.5,6, and 7 of Johnson's Subdivision of  the North half of  Section 7. Township 5 
South. Range 3 West, San Bernarcli~~o Base and Meridian, as shown by Map on file in 
Book 1 5, Page 705 of  Maps, Records of San Diego County, California. 



Area to the north, south, and east o f  the fail ity are reIatively flat. while the area to the west of  
the facilitv is hilly (Figures 4 and 5).  The facility is Iocated at the outskirts of town and is 
surrounded by open fields and low hills. The closcst development is a residential community 
located approximately 0.4 miles north {upgradient) of the facility. The open fields surrounding 
the facility are occasionally farmcd for non-irrigated grasses, 

In general. the local topography (md groundwater flew) gently slopes south-southeast towards 
the San Sacinto River located approximately 1,8QO feet south of tlie facility (Figure 5 ) .  The San 
Jwcinto River is the main drainage channtrl in the area and drains southwesttvard into Railroad 
Canyon Reservoir located approximately two miles southwest of the faci I i ty. The San Jacinto 
River, as it cxists near the Techalloy facility, is a shallow unlined cl~annel that is dry most of the 
year except during and after significant rainfall typically greatest during the winter months of 
January to April. Average annual rainfall in the area is approximately 12 inches per year. 

3.2 Topogmphical Maps 

Required maps and figures are referenced below. 

Regional and local topographic contours are provided in Figures 4 and 5. 
Floodplain map is provided in Figure 6.  

r Surmunding land use i s  s h m  on Figure 3. 
9 Wind rose of from the SCAQMD Perris monitoring station is provided in Figure 7. 

Survey of the closed impoundments was provided in the Report on Closure of Surface 
Impoundments (Mark Group, August 1 989), included in Appendix I of 1 993 Plan (Mark 
Group, Decern bcr 1 993 1. 

3.3 Floodplain 

Fig~re  6 shows the Techalloy facility occurs in Zone X, which is classified as outside of the 100- 
year floodplain. Documentation on the engineering measures implemented to prevent washout of 
the engineered cap is provided in Appendices A and E of the I993 Plan (Mark Group, December 
1 9933. 

4.0 CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE PLAN 

The closure and post-closure plans were provided in Appendix A of the 1993 Plan (Mark Group, 
Decern ber 1 993). 



5.0 SECURITY 

5.1 Security Requirements 

The cInsure cap is enclosed hy a 6-foot high chain-link fence which i s  topped by barbed wire. 
Warning placards are attached to the fence facing outward at regular-spaced intewals. Access to 
rhe closed ponds is  only available via existing gates onto the operating facility. These gates are 
monitored during working hours, and locked after hours, 

Warning placards with the legend "Caution I-Ia~ardous Waste Arca - TJnauthorized Persons Keep 
Out" arc posted in sufficient numbers around the closure area. The signs are written in English 
and Spanish and are legible from a distance of at least 25 feet. 

Maintcnance and/or repair of the fencc and warning placards will be made as part of monthly 
inspections as out1 ined in Section 7. Damage to the chain-l ink fence that. based on the 
assessment of the Techalloy engineer, compromises the integrity of' the closure cap security wi I1 
bc repaired. Warning placards that are lost or damaged will be replaced as soon as a suitable 
replacement can be obtained. 

Access gates and locks are mainfaincd as necessary to assure proper working condition. 
Maintenance andlor sepair/replacernent OF the gates and/or locks will be based on observations 
made during the monthly inspections by thc Techalloy engineer, 

5.2 Emergency Preparedness 

Most emergency situations that would affect an operating facility are not consirlered a sign f ficant 
threat to the closed surface impoundments. 'There is little chance o f  exposure to remaining waste 
beneath tl~e engineered cap even during a fire. "There is no monitoring equipment that requires 
maintenance, no spill containment requirements, and no threats considered as a result of a power 
outage. 

6.0 FINANCIAL RESPONSIBIF LITY 

6,l Cost Estimate 

Table I pravidcs a current cost estimate for past-closure care. This cost is re-evaluated yearly to 
review requirements for financial responsi bi Iity. 

6.2 Financial Responsibility Mechanisms 

Techalloy maintains financial assurances For closure and post-closure in the fornl of  a standby 
letter of credit and trust agrecrnent issued by the Bank of Nova Scotia. lntcrnational Trade 



Services pursuant to regulations issued under authority of the California hazardous waste laws. A 
copy of the most recent irrevocable standby letter of credit issued on Februxry 8,2005 is 
provided in Appendix A. 

7.0 FNSPECTION ANI) MAINTENANCE 

7.1 Closure S trt~ctures 

Details on the closure structures have been provided in the 1993 Plan (Mark h u p .  Dcccrnber 
T 993); specifically in Appenrlix A (Closure and Post Closure Plan) and Appendix I (Report of 
Closure Instal lation, Surface Impoundments). 

7.2 Cap, Run-On and Run-ofrS Control Maintenance 

Maintenance of the closure cap, and run-on and run-off control systems will be performed as 
indicted from the monthly and quarterly inspections or the inspections perhmed afier severe 
stoms or other nsttt~ral events. Such maintenance can inc1~1de the following: 

Maintennncc of the vegetative cover. 
r Replacing lost soil that may be lost due to erosion. 
* Control of burrowing rodents. 
m Clearing debris from the stuf~ce drainage "V' dititc run-off control system. 

Repair of the perimeter 4-inch sub-drain system. 
Repair of damage to the cl~sure cap resulting from settling or subsidence. 

Maintenance of the vegetative cover will he gcncrally limited to the mowing of the naturally 
occ~rrring grasses and other annual weeds that make up the bulk of the vegetative cover. Since 
the vegetative cover is composed of native species, watering in addition to thc nah~raliy 
occurring precipitation is not required. Mowing will be perfomed at least once per year at the 
end of the local rainy season and foIlawing maturation o f  plant growth for that season, 

Damage to the vegetative covet caused by other natural cvents such as wildfire or severe shect 
erosion will be repaired by using an appropriate mcthod such as re-seeding or by covering thc 
affected area with straw hay. Prr~motion of the growth of the native vegetative cover will be 
repaired per the spcificalions noted in Appendix I of the 1 993 lJlan (Mark Group. December 
1993). 

Should the vegctative coves bc damaged during the rainy season. and the potential for sheet 
erosions considered by the Techalloy engineer to be a threat to cap integrity, an emergency 
procedure will be implemented to protect the cap soils from erosion. Such an emergency measure 
can include covering the affected area with plastic sheeting. Other emergency measures may be 
performed by Techalloy as deemed necessary to prevent darnage to the closure cap soils. 



Rcplacerncnt of  thc soil portion of the cap that may be lost due to erosion will be perfarmed as 
indicated From t hc monthly inspcct ions andlor inspections made following severe storms. Soil 
washed away as n result of erosion will be replaccd and compacted pet the specifications as noted 
in the Appendix I of 1 993 Plan (Mark Group. Dccern her 1 993). 

The control of burrowing rodents wi 1 E be implemented as needed based on the monthly 
inspections by thc TechalIoy engineer or technician. The typ of control measure will be at the 
discretion of the engineer but will be appropriate for the observed level of infestation. Such 
control measures may include trapping. injection of toxic gasses into the subsurface burrows (for 
examplc, carbon monoxide). or the use or poisonous bait approvcd Tor rodents. 

Surface water run-on and run-off is controlled by a "V" ditch surrounding the entire cap, All 
surface run-on is collected in the "V" ditch and directed around thc cap to thc discharge point at 
the southeast comer of the cap. Debris will be cleared as necessary from the surface drainage "V" 
ditch run-on and sun-off control systems to cnsum unobstructed flow of storm water. Typical 
debris that may require removal includes miner amounts of soil washed from the closure cap or 
surrounding area due to run-on, and wind blown trash and occasional turn ble weeds. Cracks that 
may occllr in the concrete of the drainage "V" ditch that, in the professional opinion o f  t l~c  
TcchaIloy engineer, pose a threat to the integrity or effectiveness of the drainage system will he 
repaired. As a rule, hairline cracks W E  Il not be repaired, 

The perimeter 4-inch sub-drain system will be repaired as necessary aq indicated from the post- 
closure care area inspections. The need for repair to the sub-drain system may result from 
accidental damage to the standpipes caused during mowing of the vegetative cover. To he I p 
prevent this type of damage, the standpipes will be clearly marked prior to commcncemcnt of 
mowing activities. 

Repair of darnage to the closure cap resulting from settling or subsidence wilt be pedormed by an 
independent qualified engineer repistercd in California. Settling or subsidence was given 
consideration in the design of the closure cap and the need for such repaiss are considered very 
unt ikcly. Flowever, should inspection of the cap inclicate the pnssi bi lity of settling o F suhsiclence 
of the cap, and invcstigation will be performed immediately to assess whether the synthetic liner 
andlor sub-drain system has been damaged. Following thc assessment of the damage. appropriate 
repairs will be made to restorc thc cap to its original design speci fications. If rcpairs arc required 
during the rainy season, necessary mcasuses will be taken to prevcnt thc infll tmtion of rain water 
past thc synthetic liner into the closed unit. Such measures may include the covering of the 
damaged arca with plastic sheeting during periods of rainfall. 'The appropriate mcasure(s) to be 
implemented will be at the discretion of the engineer. 



7.3 inspection Plan 

inspection of the post-closure care area will be conducted in order to verify that the closure cap is 
in proper condition. Thc security system and the groundwater monitoring systcm (wcll heads) 
will also be inspected for evidence of tmpcring and/or damage. The post-closure care area 
inspection will include the following: 

* Condition of the security system including the chain link fence, access gates and lacks. 
and posted warning placards. 

a Condition of the closure cap including evidence of erosion, cracks, sett lindsuhsidence, 
burrowing rodents. and condition of the vegctat ivc cover. 

Condition of surface drainage 'T ditch run-on and run-off control system including 
cracks and blockage with debris. 

Conditicln of the groundwater monitoring well system, 

The post-closure care area (cap and security) will be inspected on a monthlv schedule by an 
ar~thotized Tcchallloy facility engineer or designated technician. 'The arcas to be inspected include 
the security fencc, closure cap, ancl perimeter drainage system. More Frequent insprctions will be 
made as required to check For potential damage caused by severe storms or other natural events. 
An inspection chmk list form will be used and filFccl out by the inspector during each inspection 
round to maintain consistency and assure that all itcms ta be inspected ate not missed. A copy of 
thc inspection form to be used at 'Tccha1 toy is included in Table 2, 

The groundwater monitoring system will be inspected during the routine groundwater 
measurement and sampling events as described in Appendix B. The inspection will be performed 
by the same independent qua1 i tied engineer performing the groundwater measurement and 
sampling activities. 

Any deficiencies noted during the inspections that require remcdial action will be repaired as 
soon as reasonably practical. 'These repairs will be documented on the inspection forms. 

The cap will be rc-surveyed every f 0 years to evaluate potential displacemei~t or subsidence. 
Comparison of survey res~~lts from the initial For July 1989 and the most recent survey in July 
2004 show littlc to no suhsidcnce has occurred during tllc current permit (Appendix C). 



8.0 M ONlTORlNG REQI JI'REMFNTS/MONITORIYG PLAN 

The monitoring plan is limited groundtwater monitoring consist with current requirements. The 
revised Water Quality Monitoring and Response Program WQMRP), including the Sampling 
and AnaIysis Plan is provided in Appendix B. 

9.0 ENVIRONMENTAL MOMTORING AND RESPONSE PROGRAMS FOR AIR, 
SOIL, AND SOIL-PORE 

Since the waste i s  confined within a closed surface impoundment, the potential for release to air. 
soil and soil-pore gas is very low. Environmental monitoring for air, soil and soil-pore gas are 
not necessary consistent with the current post-closurc permit as discussed in Appendix R. 

111.0 AlR EMISSION STANDARDS FOR PROCESS VENTS 

Not applicable since the closed cap contains no process vents. 

Not applicable since the closed cap contains no equipment. 

12.0 AIR EIMISSION STANDARDS FOR TANKS, SI.3lFAC.E IMPOUNDMENTS, 
ANin CONTAINERS 

Not applicable since the closed cap contains no tanks or containers. Air emission from the closed 
cap is not considered a potential since thc waste rnatcrial is not volatile and thc cap will eliminate 
the generation of fugitivc dust. 

13.0 SEISMIC REQUlRMENTS 

Seismic considerations were incorporated into thc cap closure design as provided in thc current 
Post-closurc Permit Plan (Mark Group, December. 1 C193 ). In addition, the Revised Operation 
Plan, tlazardous Wastewater 'rrcatment Facility ('ranks and Containers), Techalloy Company, 
Inc., Rcvision 3 (Mark Group, May 1990) noted the following: 

"[The facility] is not located within 200 feet of a fault which has had displacement in 
Holocene time and i s  not Imated in an Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone. In addition. 
no faults which have had displacemcnt in I-lolocene timc arc present within 3.000 feet of  
the facility and no lineations which suggest the presence of a fault which has had 
displacement in Holocene time are present within 3.000 feet ofthe facility." 



The 1 990 Operation Plm rcfercnces the "Geologic Map of Cal ifarnia, Sarca Ana Sheet" 
(California Division of Mines and Geology, 1 978) and the "Geology of thc Lakeview-Perris 
Quadrangles, Riverside County, Cali Fornia" (Cali Sornia Division or  Mines and Geology. 1972 3. 

14.0 CORRECTIVE ACTlON FOR SOLlD WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS 

Not applicable since the closed cap does not contain any solid waste management units. 

15.0 POTENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT lNFORMATSION 

On April 35.2006, the DTSC approved a Class 3 Permit Madificatiorl redefining the Facility size 
from 1 0 1 acres to slightly over 20 acres. The permit modification re-defined the site boundaries 
to identify approximately 20 acres in the southcast for continued aperation of the Facility and 
maintenance of thc closed surface impoundments. The rcrnaining 8 1 acres north of thc facility is 
to be set aside for possible sale as residential development property. The northern R 1 acres were 
sold to a developer in May 2006. 

Prior to approval of the Class 3 Pernit Modification, Techalloy entered into a Covenant to 
Restrict Use of 13roperty and Environmental Restriction (Land Usc Covenant) with r he DTSC on 
April 1 1.2006. Thc Land Use Covenant, among other items. prohibits certain use on the 20-acrc 
property. requires notifications and incorporation of the restrictions on f~tture salcs, deeds md 
Icascs. requires maintenance OF the engineered cap, prohi bits the i~stallation or operation OF 
groundwater supply wells on the ppcrty, anct provides access to the property by the DTSC and 
U.S EPA. On April 25.2006 the DTSC provided a Land Use Cavcnant Irnplcmentation and 
En forcement Plan to Techalloy {dated April 24,2006) to supplement provisions of the Land Use 
Covenant regarding noti ficatian requirements and access pravisions. 
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L I - S - A .  07430  

2 F q E F T C I A R Y :  
I'I F I. A;? 1 ~ ~ 5 ~ 1  OF 7 D X  l C SUE ST G~JCES 
r :JKTh3L, FitddNCIRL R ~ E P Q ~ ~ S E E ~ L L J Y  
J:!:T, B E G O  C R L  C E H T E R  saw 

1 - i : ~ P f l r , E ? t T Q ,  C l l L T f O P N T R  95626 



//Original signed by//



J~1-fl7-2PD5 :!fpm Frm-THELEN KID L PRIEST, LLP +21 t5XCE080 T-536 P. 0118t010 FEZ 
@st! S~WLIUWYIIW 
A a w-8 'qww MWWVC 

E G  ' E l l 2  ! i N T I S , I N T L  TRIRDE PAGE8 1 
z i t .  v I c E S ,  SflR STCfiPIEND 
:, ? . O ~ i E f l  ST., G f  H FLOGR, 

wfiENDhENT 10  IRREWOCRBLE 
STFIRDNY LETTER UF C R E D I T  ND. 
5 4 3 U 0 6 1 2 1 9 8 5 3  
EFiTED !FEBRURRY B 1  2605  
AkOUNT: USD a ,  205,725.00 
~ y T ~ Q r t E ( f 7  NUFIBER: 1 

R P P L f  t h N T ;  
TECHRL L Q Y  canparo*, INC. 
370 FRHNKLIk T U R N 3 2  KE 
~ f i H W f l H ,  PIEL JERSEY 
11.S.R. 0 7 4 3 0  

7 H f S  R ~ E u O M E H T  Ts TO BE COHSIDEfiEp RS 
? q K P  OF T H E  R a P U E  6 T 9 H D B V  LETTER 4 F  
C F E D l l  R N D  nUST BE CITlRCHED THERETD. 

I p j E  , p i f i D ~ N P  QF T d I S  L K E D I T  3 d S  5EEff S ~ t R E f t 5 E b  BY USD q93,T?S,00 
T l l F  rtpiDUdT DF THIS CAEDLT IS A ~ E H P E O  T o t  1 , 3 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  . 

Y O U R S  TRULY,  

THIS OPCufiENT C o h S l S T S  QF 1 PflGECS), 



//Original signed by//



Depatrmenr of Toxic Submccs  Conuol 
Finsafiai Respbnsibiliry Unil 
8800 CaP Cenrcr Drive 
Saaarntnro, Czlilifomia 95X26 

m - -  
Drrawa Aqtanat Cammtra>l ~~an~ing mlrp 
119 Quwn 5met. 6th Flwr 
Ottawa. Onrar~a 
Canaoa KIP 6LB 

Qecrs Sir or Madam: 

We hereby establish our Imv6cablc Standby h a  of C t ~ d j ~  Na. S400013219855 in yow 
favor, sr the rcqucsr and far rhr account of Tcehdloy Company, hc. ('"recha1lor), 25.00 
' v ~ ' '  Perris CA 91530, up ta d~eaggtegate a m a m  o f  SldC)6.725-0lE.oned~arwo 
hmdrad six rhousand swa huundrct; iwuity-five in Uhiltd Smcs doUars, available upon 
~eswrahon o t  

(11 Yow sight drafi[s] cm us bcznnpr rdermce ta this I n r n c a h l ~  9wdby Lmer of 
Crcdir No. 5400061219855, ma 

(2)  Your signed and dsrd nsrmmt reading as follws: 

"We c d f y  rhar The amcm of our &afi drawn undw h e  B d  of Nova Scoria, 
htemarianal Rade S m i c ~ ,  Im4dncubie Srandby Lmer of Credit NQ. 
S4000612 19855 is paysbie pwmanc ra regularions issued undm amhorhy of &e 
Calihnua k-iazadous Wasre Cona-01 h." 

Each Drafi rnmusr be marked "'Drawn under he Baak of ?Jnva Scolria, Enranadanal Trade 
Strices, Irrevacsble Srandby Lena  of Crcaiz No. S4000612 19655 d a d  February 8' 
2005." 

EaLb drafl must also be eccompanied by rhc original of rhis Imacablt Smdby L e m  of 
Crdii upon  whir!^ we may anaarse ow papear.  This hvoczble Srandby Lmer of 
Crdrt is effeerive as af F c b r u q  stb 2005 md shall expire on Pcbnrary 7m 2006, but st& 
expiration dare ~ h d l  be nuramsricrrily rxtcudcd fat 8 period of a least one year an 
Frbruwy 8' 2006 and an e x 5  succasivc expimion datc, uales at least 110 days bcfbn 
rhe cursenr mpi~ mion dart, w c notify both you aad Techalloy by carifid mail h t  we 
have decided nor to e x a d  rllis Itrevocable Srmdby Letter af Credlr beyond she clrrrent 
cspkdoa dare, In the evmr you arc so nodfid, any unused portion of fit: d i r  s h d  bt 
azrsilablc upon prcsntairion of your sigh1 draft for 120 days afifter the d a ~ e  af  receipt by 
borh you and Ttclchdloy, as ishown on Ehe signed r a m  mcciprs. 



//Original signed by//

//Original signed by//



APPENDIX B 

WATER QUALITY MONITORTNG AND RESPONSE PROGRAM 

(Separate binder) 



APPENDIX C 

COMPARISON OF SURVEY RESULTS FOR CAP MONITOR POINTS 



TECHALLOH FACILITY - PERRIS CALIF. MOUITOR POINT LOCATIONS 
J u l y  2 2 ,  2Uc14 

13. N. 361-003-01 

POINT # INITIAL- DAY 01 - JULY I989 
NORTH EAST ELEV. 

1 811.40 618.72 1437.14 
2 522.39 627.36 1436.72 
3 684.23 726.43 1431.00 

406 500.00 500.00 1442.34 
407 901.72 502.02 1436.06 

14 
15 

DAY 02 - JULY 22 2004 DIFF, DAY 01 - DAY 02 
NORTH EAST - - ELEV NORTH EAST EhEV 
81 1.43 61 8.68 1437.18 -0.03 0.04 -0.04 
522.39 627.36 1436.73 0.00 0.00 -0.01 
684.24 726.35 1430.94 -0.01 0.08 0.06 
500.00 500.00 1442.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 
901.79 502.02 1436.07 -0.06 -0.01 -0.01 
422.26 544.91 1434.52 
937.67 529.01 1436.36 

-IS OF COORDINATES: 
Tt!e Coorr l lnzre M YcO.OO E 500.00 at Point ~ 4 0 6  as shcwn on As-Euilt Survey 
nap prepared by CenrennLal Enuineering dated July 1969, was used as the  basis 
of coordinates f o r  this survcy.  
DATOb! = Loca l  

BASIS OF BEARINGS : 
' t  hc cctiri n q i. L - 1 7 '  16" E between found c o n t r o l  monumenr s as shown 
on A s - S u i l t  Survey map prepared by Centennial Zngineering dated  J u l y  1989, 
was used as the b a s i s  of bearings f o r  this s w v e y .  

BENCH MARK NOTE : 
<:I.! 1'' :r.:f: pip61 & n a i l  shown as point 406 on As-Built Sur-~qy map p r e p a r ~ d  by 
C e a t e n n i a l  Engineering dated July 1089 
D a t u m  = Un-known 
E l e v a t i o n  = 1 4 4 2 . 3 4  



SITE LOCATION MAP 

TECHAUOY COMPANY. IHC. 


